NOBEL
but under strong confinement—towards the end of 1863, It con-
sisted of Nitro-glycerine absorbed in porous charcoal, about 2 parts
of the former to i of the latter. Foreseeing its ultimate importance,
I pointed out in some of my patents of 1864 ' Nitro-glycerine
absorbed in charcoal or other porous substances.1
" At that time, however, I was not aware of the great porosity
of Kisclgur, which came under my notice only a few months later.
But the choice of the absorbing medium is not of such importance
as is generally admitted, and some kinds of charcoal, carbonate
of magnesium and wood-pulp are even more porous than ' guhr/
" I certainly never noticed on any one occasion an accidental
leakage of Nitro-glyccrino into the Kisolgur packing in such quan-
tity as to form a plastic or even moist material, and the idea of
such an occurrence must have boon originated formerly by someone
who took a guess for a certainty.
" What brought my attention to the use of Guhr for Dynamite
was its great bulkiness when dried, which, of course, testified to
great porosity*
" It may appear strange at this distance of time that Dynamite,
though substantially originated and experimented with on a small
scale as early as 1863, should have been brought out for use only
in 1866. But please bear in mind that liquid Nitro-glycerine had
not yet proved unmanageable, that Dynamite, to become perfect,
needed the use of detonators of special kind, and that I had to face
the difficulty of displacing a stronger explosive—nitro-glycerine—
by a weaker one (dynamite). Hence the temporary necessity to
render liquid Nitro-glycerine available for the benefit of those—
and they were numerous—that would insist on using nothing but
the liquid explosive. This led to my schemes of adding methylic
alcohol, and also of washing the Nitro-glycerine out of dynamite.
The latter mode, however, was never practically worked at all/'
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